
THE REFERENDUM ON THE USE OF ALCOHOL IN THE
PRACTICE OF MEDICINE

During the first week of December the questionnaire given in full in The Journal, December 3, p. 1821,
was sent to 53,900 physicians of the United States. The list included 43,900 names from the mailing list of
The Journal, every other name being selected, and 10,000 from among those physicians who are neither
members of the organization nor subscribers to The Journal, a similar method being adopted, using the
American Medical Directory. The total number of returns is 32,585, or 60 per cent, of the number sent out.
The analyzing and tabulating of the results is time-consuming, and it probably will be three or four weeks more

before final figures can be published. No tabulation of disease conditions, of unnecessary deaths and suffering,
or of the number of times a month that these beverages have been prescribed is included in the preliminary
reports. These, however, will be analyzed in the final report. We publish this week the results in Illinois and
Indiana. The results will be published by states, week by week, as the tabulations are completed.

ILLINOIS
The present Illinois law was passed by the legislature in

May, 1919. It provides for complete prohibition but allows
physicians who hold permits to write not more than 100 pre¬
scriptions for whisky or brandy for 1 pint each every three

RESULTS IN ILLINOIS

ILLINOIS
Number of physicians.
Questionnairessent.
Total questionnaires received.
Percentage of returns.General practitioners.

Surgeons.
Specialists.Do you regard whisky as a necessary therapeutic agent in the practiceof medicinef

No-
Do yon regard beer as a neeessary therapeutic agent in the practiceof medicine?
Yes.No.

Do you regard wine, as a necessary therapeutic agent in the practice
of medicine?
Yes.
No.Have instances occurred in your own practice in which unnecessary suf¬

fering or death has resulted from the enforcement of prohibition laws?
Yes.
No.How many times have you found it advisable to prescribe these liquors

in a month?
Whisky: Number of physicians stating times advisable.

Number of physicians stating no times advisable.Beer: Number of physicians stating times advisable.
Number of physicians stating no times advisable.

Wine: Number of physicians stating times advisable.
Number of physicians stating no times advisable.

Do you hold a federal permit?

Chicago
5,365

43
(¡41
L35
99

535
323

No..
The present regulations limit the number of prescriptions to 100 in three

months. In your opinion, should there be any limit to the number
of prescriptions for alcoholic liquors a physician may write?

Yes (limit not specified).
Restricted absolutely.
1 to 50 prescriptions.
51 to 100 prescriptions.
More than 100 prescriptions.

Total.
No restriction.

your opinion, should physicians be restricted in prescribing
whisky, beer and wine?
Yes.
No.

In

413
423

158
622.

Sii.',
226

91
371
151
337

520
232

5«
W

lb»
29

430
31)7

415
4 15

Peorií
185

71¡
37
48
¿ ;

3
8

•2-2
15

Spring¬
field
127

59
21
35
14

3
4

10
11

11
26

13
23

4
29

14
11
3

19
4

is

22
12

3
7
4

llj
1

25
12

25
12

5
1»

5
10

i 3
1

12

9
9

15
5

Rock¬
ford
111

56
26
46
21

2
3

4
21

I
23

10
12

1
IS

1
19

 
10

East
St. Louis

93
45
17
37
14

1
2

6
19

7
10

3
14

9
6
3

12
4

11

11
5

2
4
1
2
1

10
6

Total
Cities
5,881
2,219

967
13

716
144
197

Rural (Townswith popu¬
lation less

than 50,000)
4,770
2,026
1,174

58
1,036

55

5S5
374

357
581

169
705

433
101
397

57.3

104
212

31
505
399

483
445

504
580

311
817

 '36
884

4!«
106
058
147

10.3
505

150
170
138
205
30

003
428

Gtand
Total
10,651

4,245
2,141

5»
1,752

199
190

1,149
954

008
1,428

804

405

799
704
204

1,091
308

1,030
1,036

235
243
242
417
61

1,198
827

months. The prescribing of beer or wine as medicines is
forbidden.

According to the American Medical Association Directory
for 1921 there are in Illinois 10,651 physicians. Question¬
naires were sent to 4,245; 2,141, or 50 per cent., were returned.
Of these, a small number returned blank or filled out by
medical students, hospital interns, etc., were not counted.

Is Whisky a Necessary Therapeutic Agent?
One thousand one hundred and forty-nine physicians in

their replies held that whisky was a necessary therapeutic

agent in the practice of medicine; 954 were of the opinion
that it was not necessary. Chicago physicians voted: yes,
535 ; no, 323. The vote in four other cities of more than
50,000 was : yes, 50 ; no, 51, giving a total vote for the cities
of: yes, 585; no, 374. The rural part of the state voted:·
yes, 564; no, 580. .

'

 

Is Beer a Necessary Therapeutic Agent?
On this point, 668 voted yes, and 1,428 physicians voted no.

In Chicago, the vote was : yes, 330; no, 510. The total city
vote was: yes, 357; no, 581 and the rural vote was: yes, 311;
no, 847.

Is Wine a Necessary Therapeutic Agent?
On this question 804 voted yes, and 1,288 voted no. The

Chicago vote was 413 for and 423 against the use of wine.
The total city vote was 442 for to 493 against. The country
districts voted: yes, 362; no, 795.
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Unnecessary Suffering or Death from Enforcement
of Prohibition Laws

Four hundred and five physicians reported cases of unnec¬
essary suffering or death from the prohibition of alcoholic
liquors; 1,589 had not known any such cases. The detailed
vote will be found in the table above as to towns and cities.

Times Per Month Prescribing Advisable
Seven hundred and ninety-nine physicians reported that

they had found it advisable to prescribe whisky, the number
of times ranging from once or twice to ten or more times a

month; 764 reported that they had not found it advisable.
Two hundred and four had found it advisable to prescribe
beer; 1,091 had not found it advisable. Three hundred and
eight physicians found it advisable to prescribe wine; 1,030
had not found it advisable.

Restriction of Prescriptions
Regarding the restriction of physicians in the number of

prescriptions for alcoholic liquors, 827 physicians were
opposed to any limit on the number of prescriptions which
a physician might write; 1,198 were in favor of some kind
of restriction. Of these, 235 simply voted in favor of restric¬
tion without specifying any limit; 243 were in favor of
absolutely prohibiting the physician from prescribing; 242
were in favor of allowing the physician to prescribe from
one to fifty times in three months ; 417 favored a limit of
from fifty-one to 100 prescriptions in three months, and sixty-
one were in favor of allowing more than 100 prescriptions in
three months.

Should Physicians Be Restricted in Prescribing
Alcoholic Beverages?

One thousand one hundred and sixty-three were in favor
of restriction, and 891 were opposed to restricting physicians
in any form.

Suggestions as to Restrictions
Many interesting suggestions were made. It is possible

to quote from only a few of the more representative ones.

All prescriptions should be filled by the government and not by drug¬
gists. If the matter of dollars was taken away from prescription writ¬
ing for alcohol, ten prescriptions would be ample for three months' actual
needs.—Dupage County.

I consider things as they are radically wrong. We have physicians
who are using their quota of prescriptions asking no questions as to
whether or not the applicant really needs the whisky, while other physi¬
cians who do not want to be bootleggers often have difficulty in obtain¬
ing alcoholic liquors they really need. I doubt if any man could use
legitimately 100 prescriptions every three months.—Pike County.

Any physician should be allowed the privilege of prescribing whisky
tir beer in his practice without having a license. He should not be
allowed to use it more than three times in three months. Then the
privilege would not be abused as it is now.— Whitesíde County.

in over thirty years of practice, I have prescribed whisky in every case
in which I thought it would help the patient. In this time 3 gallons
would cover the entire amount I have prescribed.—Livingston County.

I would a thousand times rather the state or federal government
would appoint an officer or establish an office in each township and
county whose whole function would be the honest distribution of beer,
wine or whisky to those actually in need of it. In other words, take
Una power entirely out of our hands and put it under government con¬
trol.— Will County.

A suggestion: Divide each state and city into certain sized districts.
In each district have one physician to issue. the required government
prescriptions. Allow every physician in good standing to use his per¬
sonal prescription blanks. Then the patient can take the prescription
to the doctor who issues the required government permit.—Kendall
County.

As matters stand today, I would favor putting alcoholics under restric¬
tions similar to what the Harrison law does to narcotics.—Champaign
County.

A physician should not be restricted or prohibited in the use of any
agent for the alleviation of human suffering and the prolonga  i un uf
human life.—Champaign County.

1 am opposed to the internal use of alcohol in any and all diseases,
and never advise its use.—day County.

The average physician is anxious to maintain the dignity of his pro¬
fession. He must, however, realize the peril that awaits the profession
if the present lax condition continues and the indiscriminate sale of
alcohol is encouraged.—Dewitt County.

While I consider all alcoholic liquors, even alcohol itself, as entirely
unnecessary in the practice of medicine, I do not believe that physicians
should be restricted in their use of any substance which their judgment
may indicate in any particular case.—Chicago.

I prescribe whisky because it seems I cannot help it with many old
friends and patients. I wish they would take away permits from us.—

Chicago.

Physicians should only be allowed to prescribe for bed patients so as to
rid the profession of the physician who is practically running a saloon,
—Chicago.

The present situation of restricting prescriptions to 100 in three
months does not cover the situation. A physician who has a large num¬
ber of patients is unable to treat a great many of them as he would like.
—Chicago.

I have written only about fifteen prescriptions for whisky or brandy
during the past year and a half, and I consider that 100 prescriptions in
three months is enough; but I do not believe any group of lawmakers
or laymen should have the right to tell physicians what they should do.
 —Chicago.

If whisky or brandy is necessary, why not issue them from a govern¬
ment dispensary instead of making barkeepers out of doctors?—Chicago.

Have we not enough regulations now? To encourage restrictions in
one field is only to encourage them in others, and the doctor is regu¬
lated and permitted to death now.—Chicago.

This question involves practical measures. I would suggest the fol¬
lowing: (1) high license to cover expense; (2) heavy penalties for
breaking the law; (3) adequate medical inspection.—Chicago.

The Harrison Narcotic Law should apply to the liquor questi&a and
enforced in the same manner as it is on narcotics.—Chicago.

Whisky should be purchasable from the government warehouse by
any applicant who brings proof that he is a reputable, law-abiding citizen
and has never been convicted of a crime. It should be a penitentiary
offense to dispose of whisky so obtained.—Chicago.

The American Medical Association should so restrict its members that
the unethical use of prescriptions for alcohol would cease.—Chicago.

As a young physician I imagined that I could not treat certain dis¬
eases without the use of whisky or brandy, but after years of experience
I find that my patients do as well if not better without them.—Chicago.

I would wipe alcohol off the menu of therapeutic agents. If this were
done I am certain that the new generation of physicians accustomed to
the use of better agents than alcohol would have as good results or
better.—Chicago.

Freedom to prescribe alcohol will on the average cause more harm
than good. It is better to restrict those who will prescribe whisky
than to give free rein to the alcohol enthusiast.—Chicago.

I think the 100 limit should he cut down to fifty, and the quantity to
8 ounces instead of 16 for the next year, and thereafter a limit of
twenty-five prescriptions of 4 ounces each every three months. This
plan would let the topers off gradually and would ultimately lead the
medical profession out of the disgrace which has been shifted upon it.
—Chicago.

We need higher standards for the practice of medicine.—Chicago.
Some such restriction in the number of prescriptions each physician

may write helps to take away temptation from the weak physician to
commercialize this part of his practice.—Chicago.

INDIANA
The Indiana Prohibition Act was adopted in February, 1917,

and became effective, April 2, 1918. It took the place of the
local option law which had previously been in force. The
present law prohibits the manufacture and sale of any intoxi¬
cating beverages for any purpose whatsoever.

According to the American Medical Association Directory,
1921, there are 4,446 physicians in Indiana. Questionnaires
were sent to 1,539; 966, or 63 per cent., were returned. Of
these, a small number were thrown out as incomplete, from
interns, dentists, etc.

Is Whisky a Necessary Therapeutic Agent?
Three hundred and sixty-two physicians stated that whisky

is a necessary therapeutic agent in the practice of medicine;
S98 physicians stated that it is not necessary. In Indianapolis,
the vote was : yes, 75 ; no, 81. In five remaining cities of more
than 50,000 population, the vote was : yes, 49; no, 80. In cities
and villages under 50,000 population, the vote was: yes, 238;
no, 437.

Listing the various conditions for which those voting yes
found whisky necessary, by far the largest number cited pneu¬
monia and similar infectious diseases; next came general
debility in the aged, and following this cplds, heart disease,
toxemias, postoperative shock, diabetes and a large assortment
of individual diseases.

Is Beer a Necessary Therapeutic «.gent?
One hundred and eighty-seven physicians stated that beei

is a necessary therapeutic agent in the practice of medicine,
and 765 physicians vuled "no." In Indianapolis, the vote was:
yes, 43; no, 111; in five cities of more than 50,000 population,
yes, 30; no, 99; in the rural districts, yes, 114; no, 555.

Among the conditions in which those voting yes considered
beer as necessary, its use for promoting secretion of milk in
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lactating women and its nutritious qualities in anemia, general
debility, etc., are chiefly emphasized.

Is Wine a Necessary Therapeutic Agent?
Two hundred and eleven physicians considered wine a

necessary therapeutic agent in the practice of medicine,
whereas 740 did not. In Indianapolis, the vote was : yes, 45 ;
no, 108; in five smaller cities, yes, 31; no, 99; in the rural
districts, yes, 135 ; no, 533.

Those voting yes considered wine necessary chiefly for
debilitated conditions, and as a substitute for whisky.

Unnecessary Suffering or Death from Enforcement of
Prohibition Laws

One hundred and eighty-nine physicians had found cases
of unnecessary suffering or death resulting from prohibition

RESULTS IN INDIANA

INDIANA
Number of physicians.
Questionnairessent.
Total questionnaires received.
Percentage of returns.

General practitioners .'..
Surgeons.
Specialists.

Do you regard whisky as a necessary therapeutic agent in the practice
of medicine?
Yes.
No..'.

Do you regard beer as a necessary therapeutic agent in the practice
of medicine?
Yes.I.
No.

Do you regard wine as a necessary therapeutic agent in the practice
of medicine?
Yes.
No.

Have instances occurred in your own practice in which unnecessary suf¬
fering or death has resulted from the enforcement of prohibition laws?
Yes.
No.

How many times have you found it advisable to prescribe these liquors
in a month?

Whisky: Number of physicians stating times advisable.
Number of physicians stating no times advisable.

Beer: Number of physicians stating times advisable..
Number of physicians stating no times advisable.

"Wine: Number of physicians stating times advisable.
Number of physicians stating no times advisable.

Do you hold a federal permit?
Yes.
No.

The present regulations limit the number of prescriptions to 100 in three
months. In your opinion, should there be any limit to the number
of prescriptions for alcoholic liquors a physician may write?

Yes (limit not specified).
Restricted absolutely.
1 to 50 prescriptions.
51 to 100 prescriptions.
More than 10O prescriptions.

Total.
No restriction.

In your opinion, should physicians be restricted in prescribing
whisky, beer and wine?
Yes.
No.

Indian- Fort Evans- Terre South
apolis Wayne ville Haute Bend

709
304
156
51

106
24
27

75
il

43
111

45
108

39
113

10
92
 «
87

28
20
15
22

104
45

152
65
44
67
27

Ili
28

10
24

11
33

10
24

13
22

-

5
'31

4
31

4
15

29
12

29
12

139
41»
27
55
20

3
4

6
21

3
24

4
18

8
18

 
21

4
4
1
5
1

15
!>

125
45
21
40
18
2
I

11
10

5
15

6
15

4
16

t
14

12
8

106
35
25
71
18
3
4

io
13

8
16

7
17

6
18

2
11

3
11

1
11

Gary
67
27
14
51
II
2
1

4
10

4
10

11
13

Total
Cities
1,298

525
287

54
199
 Il
47

124
lui

Total
City and

Rural Rural
3,148 4,446
1,014 1,539

73
210

207

66
210

48
154
20

183
21

182

41
45
 27
42
1

156
.104

182
92

67
612

25
42

238
437

114
555

122
527

115
394

45
481

43
473

15
19S

80
204
62
72
9

427
187

468
183

63
SII
66
89

302
598

187
705

211
740

188
737

163
548

6.5
664
64

655

27
280

121
249

89
114
10

583
391

650
275

of alcoholic liquors; 741 had found no such cases. A detailed
statement as to the city and rural vote appears in the table.

Times per Month Prescribing Advisable
One hundred and sixty-three physicians had found it advis¬

able to prescribe whisky, and 548 had not found it advisable,
the number of times advisable varying from a few times a

month to more than ten times, as reported by thirty physi¬
cians.

Sixty-five physicians had found it advisable to prescribe
beer, five of them in more than ten cases, and 664 physicians
had not found it advisable. Sixty-four had found it advisable
to prescribe wine, seventeen of them in more than ten cases,
and 654 had not found it advisable.

Restriction of Prescriptions
Five hundred and eighty-three physicians stated that phy¬

sicians should be restricted in the number of prescriptions
for alcoholic beverages which they might write, and 291 phy¬
sicians did not believe such restrictions necessary. One hun-

dred and twenty-one physicians answered yes, but did not
specify a limit; 249 stated that the number should be limited
to absolutely none; eighty-nine considered fifty prescriptions
for three months sufficient; 114 considered from fifty to 100
satisfactory; ten considered 100 insufficient.

Should Physicians Be Restricted in Prescribing Alcoholic
Beverages?

Six hundred and fifty physicians stated that some restric¬
tion was necessary, and 275 stated that no restrictions were
necessary.

The suggestions as to the restrictions which should be made
showed that many physicians had been giving the problem
much thought. Various plans were suggested for better con¬
trol. These will be more thoroughly considered in the final
analysis.

Individual Comments
The intensity of feeling of many physicians on this question

caused them to write extended comments on the backs of the
questionnaires. Some of these comments follow, the selection
of those quoted being on the basis of their general interest.
Names are omitted, but county or town is given.

It is unfortunate that unprincipled men get into the medical pro¬fession, and that the honest doctor must suffer to some extent for the
acts of the dishonest one. Therefore I am not in favor of permitting
physicians to prescribe alcoholics, for the reason that the permission
would be abused by the unscrupulous men.—Porter County.

I believe physicians should have the right to use spirituous, vinous
and malt liquors as they would any other drug whose efficacy theydesire for proper therapeutic effects.—Kosciusko County.

I do not believe in any set of men legislating to dictate to physicians
what and how they should use therapeutic remedies. Next they will
be telling us how much to charge and what we should wear. It smacks
of "state medicine," and, I believe, is unconstitutional.—Clarke County.

There should be no limit to the number of prescriptions a fully quali¬fied physician is permitted to write. Those who abuse the privilege
should be dealt with as are offenders of the narcotic law. The honest,
conscientious physician should not be handicapped either by lay reform¬
ers or dishonest, unscrupulous practitioners.—Madison County.
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I have seen more cases of delirium tremens the past year than I
have ever seen in all my experience before. Every second home I go
into makes its own hooch; many of them are showing the results of it.
There is absolutely no respect for the prohibition law, so far as I can
see. Beer is made in this community wholesale, and people vie with
one another as to who can make the one with the biggest kick.—
Jennings County.

The present federal law is very good, but state laws that go beyond
should be repealed, e. g., Indiana.—Shelby County.

In my practice, very much more good has been done by the "bone dry"
law than the little harm. I would much sooner go without it for the
few cases it would help than see it sold from drug stores or saloons
again.—Huntington County.

I do not believe that physicians should be hampered in the use of any
drug which they deem of therapeutic value, but I do not believe that
any physicians can conscientiously believe that spirituous liquors are
beneficial in any disease and cannot be replaced by an equally bene¬
ficial drug,—Owen County.

Prohibition, as is, is a failure. More illness is being caused by home
drinks than was ever caused before prohibition. We do not want
any saloons back, that is sure. Allow the alcoholic medicine to be taken
care of along the lines of the narcotics.—Benton County.

I have enjoyed a good general practice for twenty-five years, and,
while I have used whisky to some extent in my practice during that
time, I cannot recall any time when ir. was an absolute necessity.—Tippecanoe County.

Have used no alcoholic liquors in my practice during the last twenty-
five years, and am feeling proud of my results.—Corydon.

As far as I am concerned, I am satisfied with the present law in
Indiana. Have had little inconvenience and much pleasure from the
present conditions. No friends asking for prescriptions, no evasions.
Here they get it from a bootlegger if at all and not on my prescription.
 —Connersville.

I have practiced medicine nearly forty-two years and have never
found spirits, vinous or malt liquors of any benefit whatever as either
food or fuel, but have found it very harmful.—Clay County.

The government should enforce the laws we have.—Parke County.
I see no reason why anything other than a physician's judgment

and conscience should determine his methods. The so-called enforce¬
ment does not actually prohibit, but snakes fulfilment of needs or desires
of a patient vexatious and expensive, besides incurring the dangers of
sophistication. My observation in general is that the law is generally
unpopular and that a substantial part of those publicly in favor of it
privately prefer that it be enforced only against the other man. The
use of home-made mixtures is tremendously increased, and many more
women are using these mixtures than ever used officially made liquors.
—Newcastle.

I do not believe the physicians should be made the scapegoat for
breweries and booze fighters. Renegade physicians disgrace the pro¬
fession by writing prescriptions for revenue.—Kokomo.

I am opposed to getting the medical profession tangled up in the
efforts to enforce the prohibition act until there has been a sincere
effort on the part of the federal government to make the Volstead
law effective.—Clinton.

If one is competent to practice medicine and surgery and to deal
with the health of a locality and in doing his duty must and does use

many dangerous drugs and resorts to and uses many dangerous methods,
then

'

why should this same person be restricted in the use of some
particular remedy which he regards as necessary?—South Bend.

The restriction on alcohol in Indiana is worse than that on liquors.
There should be no restriction of the use of alcohol by physicians.
—South Bend.

I believe thoroughly in prohibition, but am disgusted with the laxity
of the enforcement and with the clash between the federal and state
law. Physicians should not be interfered with in the choice of thera¬
peutic agents.—Indianapolis.

The present agitation for the legalizing of the use of alcohol as a

medicine I regard simply as an effort on the part of the wet element
to effect a breach in the prohibition act. Temperance I regard as

impractical, for the American people are not temperate in what they
do in any line.—Indianapolis.

For two years the Indianapolis City Hospital has not had or used any
whisky, beer or wine in the treatment of its cases, and no fatalities or

unnecessary suffering has occurred as a result of this prohibition.
—

Indianapolis.
Why continue the use of such liquors when the disadvantages offset

the advantages a million to one? The ravages of liquor are so apparent
in my work that it makes me shiver to think any one could ever touch
the vile stuff, and I was not a teetotaler either.—Fort Wayne.

The question is an economic one first and an ethical one as to the
moral and physical development of the race. Finally, it is a moral
question in its application to our family life. Let us give the mother
and the child a chance.—Fort Wayne.

Indiana does not forbid prescribing liquors, but it is impossible to

get such prescriptions filled because, very few druggists carry whisky
in stock. In the treatment of epidemic influenza in the army, our

commanding officer offered to procure whisky for the hospital staff; but
the fear of attracting the fire of the prohibitionists operated to prevent
those who really believed that whisky was the best treatment for the
infection from expressing their honest convictions. It certainly seems

subversive of the best interests of the profession and the public to

restrict the doctor in the use of any agent which he thinks of value
in the treatment of any disease.—Fort Wayne.

Marriages

Irby Howard Hoyle, Henderson, N. C, to Miss Mildred
Bryan Walton of Assumption, La., at Napoleonville, La.,
November 23.

John Willard Vann, M. C, U. S. Army, Washington,
D. C, to Mrs. Vera L. Davis, at Norfolk, Va., December 3.

Oswald Swinney Lowsley, New York City, to Miss Eldiva
Brown of Northampton, Mass., December 10.

Herman E. Wangler, Syracuse, N. Y., to Miss Elizabeth
Pomeroy Peters of Dover, Del., recently.

Warren Lincoln Adams, Melrose, Mass., to Miss Vivian
Beaman of West Medford, December 3.

Archibald LeRoy Rice, Calexico, Calif., to Mrs. Edna
Powers of Los Angeles, November 11.

Harriet Nevins Ballance to Mr. Leslie Robison, both of
Peoria, 111., December 3.

Deaths

Green Vinbon Woollen ® Indianapolis ; Bellevue HospitalMedicai College, New York City, 1865 ; practitioner for nearlyhalf a century; secretary of the Indiana State Medical Asso¬
ciation from 1865 to 1875; former president of the MarionCounty Medical Society; veteran of the Civil War; at one
time professor of rhinology and laryngology, Central Collegeof Physicians and Surgeons, Indianapolis ; formerly superin¬tendent and physician to the Indianapolis City Hospital fortwenty-five years ; died, December 10, from cerebral hemor¬rhage, aged 81.

Garrett Kouwenhoven Williamson Schenck ® Far Rock-
away, N. Y. ; Columbia University College of Physicians and
Surgeons, New York City, 1901; physician to the Bradford
Street, Coney Island and the Kings County hospitals ; shot
himself through the head while suffering from carcinoma of
the stomach, December 6, aged 44.

William Lafayette Baber, Winnsboro, Texas ; Southern
Medical College, Atlanta, 1894; city health officer; formerly
assistant professor of anatomy at his alma mater; served
during the World War as instructor at Fort Oglethorpe, Ga.;died, November 28, at the St. Paul Sanatorium, Dallas, from
acute nephritis, aged 48.

William Lewellyn Baner ® New York City; College of
Physicians and Surgeons (Columbia University), New York
City, 1885 ; member of the New York Academy of Medicine ;for twenty-three years visiting physician to St. Vincent's
Hospital, New York City; died, December 9, from cerebral
hemorrhage, aged 60.

Charles T. King, Major, M. C, U. S. Army 9 Riverside,Calif.; Medico-Chirurgical College of Philadelphia, 1906;
served as temporary lieutenant colonel during the World
War; retired from active service, June 4, 1920, for physicaldisability; died, September 7, from acute nephritis, in San
Francisco, aged 42.

William W. Burgett, Fultonham,  . Y. ; New York Univer¬
sity Medical College, New York City, 1882; member of the
Medical Society of the State of New York; at one time presi¬
dent of the Schoharie County Medical Society ; county
coroner; died, November 9, from carcinoma of the lung,
aged 61.

George H. Gorham 9 Bellows Falls, Vt. ; New York Uni¬
versity Medical College, New York City, 1882; formerly
president of the Vermont State Medical Society; member of
the state legislature; formerly secretary of the state board of
medical examiners; died, November 28, from arteriosclerosis,
aged 64.

Truman  . Cox, Lee Center,  . Y. ; Cincinnati College of
Medicine and Surgery, Cincinnati, 1875; member of the Med¬
ical Society of the State of New York ; health officer for over

[unk]Indicates "Fellow" of the American Medical Association.
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